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Coniiiiunications Act for Preemption 
of the Jurisdiction of the Virginia State 
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Virginia, Inc. and for Arbitration 

C C l  I O  2003 

F M M L  COMHUNlU~lONS ClJMHISSbJN 
YFICF OF THE SECHETARY ) 

1 
) 

1 
) 
1 
) 
1 

1 WC Docket No 02-359 

VERIZON VIRGINIA INC.’S DESIGNATION OF WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS 



Verizon Virginia Inc. (“Verizon”) hereby submits its witness and exhibit lists in 

compliance with the Bureau’s Order establishing procedures for this arbitration. 

VeriLon generally designates as exhibits its direct and rebuttal testimony, with 

attachments thcreto, as follows: 

- Testimony 
Panel Testimony o f  Donald Albert, 
Peter D’ Amico, Rosemarie 

Date 
September 23, 2003 

Issue 
C2, C9, C10, C14, C27 

September 23, 2003 
September 23, 2003 
September 23, 2003 
September 23, 2003 
September 23, 2003 

Clayton, and Alice Shocket ~ 

Testimony of William H Green, 111 

Testimony o f  Gregory Romano 
Testimony of  Jonathan Smith 

Testimony o f  Thomas Maguire 

Panel Testimony of  R Michael 

September 23, 2003 
October 9, 2003 
October 9, 2003 

C6 
c 1 2  
C25 
C3, C4, C5, C17, C21, C24 
C18 

October 9, 2003 

October 9, 2003 
.. 

Toothman and Stephen C Spencer 
Testimony of Alan Young 
Rebuttal Testimony of Louis A g o  
Panel Rebuttal Testimony o f  
Donald Albert, Peter D’Amico, 
Rosemarie Clayton, and Alice 
Shocket 
Rebuttal Testimony of William H 
Green, I11 

Maguire 
Rebuttal Testimony o f  Gregory 

Rebuttal Testimony of Thomas 

October 9, 2003 

October 9, 2003 

C16 
C25, C27 
C2, C9, CIO, C14, C27 

C6 

C12 

C25 

.~ 
October 9, 2003 

Issue ___ Witness(es) 
C2 Don Albert 

Peter D’Amico 
Jonathan Smith c 3  

c 4  Jonathan Smith 
~~ 

~. __ 

October 9, 2003 
.. - 

Romano 
Rebuttal Testimony of Jonathan 
Smith 
Panel Rebuttal Testimony of R. 
Michael Toothman and Stephen C 
Spencer 
Panel Rebuttal Testimony of Alan 
Young 

C3, C4, C5, C17, C21, C24 

C l 6  

L 



- c5 
C6 
c 9  
c10 

c12 
C14 

- C16 
C17 
C18 

- 

Jonathan Smith 
William Green 
Rosemarie Clayton 
Donald Albert 
Alice Shocket 
Thomas Maguire 
Donald Albert 
Rosemane Clayton 
Alan Young 
Jonathan Smith 
Michael Toothman 

Verii.on makes these designations with the understanding that they do not include 

demonstrative exhibits or those exhibits to be used or introduced for impeachment purposes on 

cross-examination Moreover, should the Bureau permit future filings or witness substitutions, 

Verizon reserves its nghts to supplement or amend this designation 

~- 

-. E c27 

3 

Stephen Spencer 
Jonathan Smith 
Jonathan Smith 
Gregory Romano 
Louis Agro 
Rosemarie Clayton 
Louis Agro 



DATED: October 10, 2003 

Michael E Glover 
Of Counsel 

.lames R. Young 
Kimberly A. Ncwman 
O’Melveny & Myers LLP 
1625 Eye Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20006-4001 
(202) 383-5382 
(202) 383-5414 (fax) 
jryoung@omm com 
knewrnan@omm.com 

Respectfully submitted, 

A 

K&en Zachana ) 
Kathleen M.@lo 
Verizon 
1 5 15 North Court House Road 
Arlington, VA 22201 
(703) 351-3193 
(703) 351-3663 (fax) 
karen zachana@verizon.com 
kathleen.m.griIlo@venzon.com 
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Panel Witness Designation 

DIRECT TESTIMONY FILED 9/23/2003 
-.- - . ... 

Witness 

Donald Albert 
. _ _ ~  

_ _  
Peter D’ Amico 

Rosemane Clayton 

Alice Shocket 

Michael Toothman 

Stephen C. Spencei 

REBUTTAL TESTIM( 

Donald Albert 

Testimony 

Page 1, lines 5-16; page 3 lines 4-9; page 3, 
lines 13-16; page 4, lines 3-14; page 5, line 14 
to page 6, linelo; page 7, lines 1-5; page 15, 
line 1 to page16 line 4; page 16, lines 15-19; 
page 17, line 16 to page 19, line 15; page 20, 
line 13 to page 21, line 2, page 22, line 16 to 

page 26, line 2; page 26, lines 15-19; page 30, 
line 16-18. 

Page I ,  lines 17-24; page 3 lines 4-6; page 3, 
lines 13-16, page 4 line 19 to page 5, line 13; 
page 6, line 11 to page 7, line 5; page 30, line 

16-18, 
Page 2, lines 1-15; page 3, lines 6-10; page 3, 

line 17 to page 4, line 2; page 4, lines 8-1 6; 
page 7, line 6 to page I4 line 9, page 24, line 

I8 to page 25 line 18; page 26, lines 3-14; page 
26, line 20 to page 30, line 18. 

Page 2, line 16 to Page 3, line 2; page 3 lines 
7-8; page 4, lines 3-7; page 14, line 10 to page 
16 line 14; page 16, line 20 to page 19, line 3; 
page 19, line 17 to page 20, line 12; page 21, 
line 3 to page 23, line 18; page 30, line 16-18. 

Page 1, lines 4 to 16; 
Page 2, lines 3 to 15; 

Page 2, line 16 to Page 4, line 19, - - 
Page 10, line 16 to Page 13, line 10. 

Page 1, line 17 to Page 2, line 2; 
~ 

Page 2, lines 3 to 15; 
Page 4, line 20 to Page 10, line 15; 

Page 13, lines 8 to IO.  
VY FILED 10/10/2003 

Page I ,  lines 3 to 5,  Page 2, lines 1-24, Page 3, 
lines 1 - 1  5, Page 4, lines 1-26, Page 11, lines 

15-25, Page 12, lines 1-17, Page 13, lines 1-26, 
Page 14, lines 1-9, Page 16, lines 1-6, 12-17, 
Page 17, lines 1-26, Page 18, lines 1-19, Page 
19-20, all lines, Page 21, lines 1-9, Page 25, 



Peter D’Amico 

Rosemarie Clayton 

Alice Shocket 

Michael Toothman 

~~~ 

Stephen C. Spencer 

lines 3-5 
Page I ,  lines 6 to 9, Page 3 ,  lines 16-22, Page 4 

lines 18-26, Page 25, lines 3-5 
Page 1, lines 10 to 15, Page 5, lines 4-25, 

Pages 6-10, all lines, Page 11, lines 1-5, Page 
14, lines 11-24, Page 15, lines 1-20,Page 16, 
lines 7-1 1, 18-24, Page 17, lines 20-26, Page 
18, lines 1-19, Page 21, lines 10-20, Page 22- 

25, all lines. 
Page 11, lines 7-14, Page 12, lines 18-22, Page 

25, lines 3-5 
Page 1, lines 1 to 5, Page 1, lines 9 to 13; Page 
I ,  line 14 to Page 7, line 17; Page 12, line4 to 

Page 13, line 6 ;  Page 13, lines 7 to 8. 
Page I ,  lines 6 to 8; Page 1, lines 9 to 13; Page 
7, line 18 to Page12, line 3; Page 13, lines 7 to 

8; Rebuttal Testimony Exhibit A. 



DISPUTED ISSUES CAVALIER PR 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

P.6 - Network Rearrangements. If w: Should 
Verizoii be required to 
compensate Cavalier lor 
out-of-pocket expenses 
incurred in response to 
Verizon network 
rearrangemenls (such as 

VERIZO'V PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

?a\,aliei believes tha t  each party 1 9.6 - ?io proposed lanpage  

tandem re-homing)? (8 
9.6). 

m: Should meet- 
ioint billing be iniproved 
Is set forth in Cavalier's 

I 

:ither Party r eanan~es  its netuoik 
n a nlaniier u,hich makes i t  

iecessary for the orher Paity to 
nove existing fdciliries or establisli 
le\\ facilities in ordei to niaintaiii 
he same level ofserbice and 
nterconnection as  eyisted befoic the 
'earranSemcnt. then the Parry 
naking the rearrangement shall 
:ompensate rhe other Party lor the 
easonable costs that the other Parry 
ncurs in accommodating the 
a r rangement ,  unless borh Parties 
-each agreement i n  writing as ro a 
jitTerent allocation of such costs 

1.12(b) - "Canier Identification 
Code" or "CIC" is a numeric code 
assigned by the North American 

hould Lompensate the other 
)arty for out-of-pocket expenses 
ncurred a i  a result of network 
ealransements, such as tandem 
e-homing 111 particular, 
lavalier believes that i t  should 
)e compensated when a Verizon 
andem re-homing requires 
:avalirr to inaintain duplicate 
acilities to two randenis ouer a n  
:xtended peiiod oftime 

Zavalier believes that Verizon's 
neet-point billing procedures 
Teed to be revised so that 

I .12(b) - No proposed langage .  

1.46 - No proposed language. 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

C a ~ d i e r ' s  propoied Section 9 0 
Mould requiir Verizon to pay Coi 
Cavalier's own network 
rearrangements whenever they 
rclare i n  some way to changcs thar 
Verizoii has to make to its own 
network (Alherl Panel Direcr. 
page 4, l ine 20 to page 5. l ine 3 )  

Cavalier's pioposed language 
would inappropiiately 3hift its 
costs of interconnection to 
Verizon (Alherr Pnnel Drrecl. 
page 5. hues 2-3) 

Rearrangements such as tandem re- 
homing clearly benefit all carriers 
(Albert Panel Direcr, pirge 5,  line 
l 6 io page 6 line 6) 
No state has ever required Verizon 
to subsidize network 
rearrangement costs for CLECs 
(Alberl Pone1 Direcr, poge 7, lines 
1 - 5 )  Because of the parties' 
interconnection architecture, 
Verizon bears the larger proportion 
of network rearrangement costs 
(Alberl Punel Direcr, poge 6 line 
l l - 2 l )  

Delays associated with 
rearrangements involving many 
carriers are caused by each of the 
participating carriers, not just 
Verizon (Alherr Panel Rebuttal. 
page 2. lines 20.23) 
Verizon's pioposed contract 
language requires it to provide 
information to Cavalier consistent 



REVISED JOINT DECISION POINT [.IS7 
C.4VALIER v. VERTZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

I)ISPllTF;D ISSllES 1 CAVALIER PROPOSED 
~ CONTRACT L4NCUAGE 
I Numbering Plan (NANP) Virginia arbitratioii - 

petition? ($8 l.lZ(bj, 
1.46,1.48. 1.6Z(aj, 1.87. 

j Administrator for the provisioning 
1 ofsclected switched scr\’ices ‘I‘hc 

5.6.6. 5.6.6.1, 5.6.6.2, and 
7.2.2) 

numeric code is unique IO each 
entity and is used to route thc call 10 

the trunk group designated by the 
entity to which the code u’ab 
assigned 

1.46 - “Jurisdiction lnfoiniation 
Parameter” or “JIP” is a numeric 
code included in the Initial Addresi 
Mcssage for a call, ds specificd in 

American National Standards 
lnstinrte (ANSI) standard T1 I13 3 
43 23A The procedures for the .TIP 
are specified in ANSI TI I I3  4 
$2 I IOC The Address Signal field 
of the JTP identifies the originating 
local network for the call 

1.48 - “Local Routins iiumber” or 
“LRN’ is a IO-digit number i n  the 
Service Control Point (SCP) 
database maintained by the 
Numbering Portability 
Administration Cenrer (NPAC), 
used to identify a switch with ported 
numbers 

1.62(a) - “Operating Company 
Number” or “ O C N  is a four-place 
alphanumeric code that uniquely 
identifies providers of local 
telecommunications service and is 
requiied ofall service providers in 
their submssion of utiliz~tion and 
forecast data 

Cavalier receibes suffcienr 
iiiforniatiuii to bill thc 
appropriate originating or 
transiting party who sent i t  

traffic 

L’ERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANCU4GE 

1.48 - N o  proposed language 

1.62(a) - ?.lo pioposed language 
(Cdvalier renumbered Veriron’s 
pioposed 1 62(a)) 

1.87 - “Tandem Transit Traffic” or 
“Traiisit Traffic” means Telephone 
Lxchdnge Sei\ Ice traffic that 
oiiginatcs on Cavalier’s iictwork 
(either as a facilities-based carrier 
or throush Cavalier’s purchase of 
unbundled Netmork Elements), and 
is transported through a Verizon 
Tandem to the Central Office of a 
CLEC, ITC, Commercial Mobile 
Radio Service (“CMRS”) carrier, 
or orliei LEC that subtends the 
relevant Verizon Tandem to which 
Cavaliei delivers such traffic 
substantially unchanged In these 
cases, neirher the originating nor 
terminating Customer is a 
Customer of Verizon “Transit 
Traffic” and “Tandem Transit 
Traffic” do not include or apply to 
traffic that is subject to an effective 
Meet-Point Billing Arrangement 

5.6.1 -Terms and Conditions for 
Meet Point Billing are addressed in 
Section 6 only 

5.6.6 - Each Party shall pass 
Calling Pnrty Number (“CPN”) 
information on each call carried 
over the Interconnection Trunks 

VERIZON RATIONALE 

with giiidelinei set by the 
industry’s Ordei ing and Billing 
Fururn (“lndustry Guidelines”) 111 
accordance with the Viiginiii 
A I  biri i ir ioii 01dei  (S i i~ i ih  Di ict i  
oage 2, hues 12-14) 

Cabalier’s proposals impose 
additional requiremenls Toi 
providing billing data on Verizon 
which the Bureau has pieviously 
rejected and nhich iinfairlypunish 
Verizon for deficiencies im 

information that is generated by 
the originating carrier (Smuh 
rJflg<’ 2, llPIe5 14-19] 

Verizon does not control the 
completeness or accuracy of the 
information i t  receives from other 
carriers and that Verizon, iii turn, 
passes to Cavalier for billing 
(Smith Direct, puge 3,  lines 2-3. 
liiie~ 18-20) Thus, Cavalier’s 
proposal to penalize Verizon 
financially i f  Cavalier does not 
receive its desired information 
makes no sense (Smith Dzrect, 
page 6. fines 5-8 ,  IzneA 12-15) 

Cavalier’s proposals, if adopted, 
would effectively gut the lndustry 
Guidelines (Smith Direct puge 3, 
line I j 
When an originating carrier routes 
local and access traffic to Verizon 
over a single trunk, there is nothing 
that Verizon, as the transit carrier, 

L 
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I DISPUTED ISSUES 
~ 

__ 
CAVALIER PROPOSED [ C A I  AL1F.R RATJOIV4I.E 

I CONTRACTLANGUAGE I 

REVISED JOINT DECISLON POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

VERIZO8 PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

I 

i I  

forth below 

5.6.6.1 - If one Party passes 
sufficient information to allon 
proper billing of traffic, i n  the foini 
of CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, andior 
JIP, on ninety-five percent ( 9 5 % )  or 
more of the calk that i t  sends lo the 
orher Party, then the receiving Party 
shall hill the originatins canicr the 
Reciprocal Compensation Traffic 
rerrmnation rates, Measured Internet 
Traftic rates, intrastate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates, 
intrastatefinterstate Transit Traffic 
rates, or interstate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates 
applicable to each relevant minute 
of traffic (including for the Parties, 
the rates specified in Exhibit A and 
applicable Tariffs), for which 
sufficient information to allom 
proper billing of traffic, in the form 
of CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, andor  
JIP, is passed For the remaining 
(up to f ive percent (5%)  of)  calls 
without sufficient information to 
allow proper billing of traffic, in the 
form o f  CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, 
andlor JIP information, the 
receiving Party shall bill the other 
carrier for such traffic a t  Reciprocal 
Compensation Traffic termination 
rates, Measured Internet Traffic 
rates, intrastate Switched Exchange 
Access Service rates, 
intrastatelinterstnte Transit Traffic 

Service rates applicable to each 1 re levm mnute oftraffic, as  
provided in this Agreement 
(including Exhibit A and 
applicable Tariffs), in direct 
proportion to the rmnutes of use of 
calls passed with CPN information 

5.6.6.2 - If the originating Party 
passes CPN on less than ninety- 
five percent (95%) of its calls, the 
receiving Parry shall bill the higher 
of its intrastate Switched Exchange 
Access Service rates or its 
interstate Switched Exchange 
Access Service rates for that traffic 
passed without CPN which 
exceeds f i b e  percent (5%), unless 
the Parties mutually agree that 
other rates should apply to such 
traffic For any remaining (up to 
five percent ( 5 % )  of)  calls without 
CPN information, the receiving 
Party shall bill the originating 
Party the higher of its interstate 
Switched Exchange Access 
Service rates or its intrastate 
Switched Exchange Access 
Services rates for al l  traffic that is 
passed without CPN, unless the 
Parties agree that other rates 
should apply to such traffic 
6.3.9 - Cavalier shall provide 
Verizon with the Originating 
Switched Access Detail Usage 
Data (EM1 category 1 lOlXX 

. records), recorded at the Cavalier 

VERI %O N R.47 IO F ALE 

Cavalier analyzes comes from 
Cavalier's own switch (Sniith 
Reburtul. p u p  5 .  I i w  20 to pox' 6. 
lrlle 2 )  

Verizon cannot selectively block 
transit traffic based on the 
iiiformation that is passed to 
Verizon by an orignating carrier, 
but Verizon can cease routing 
transit traffic to Cavalier eiitirely, 
if Cavalier so chooses (Sinirh 
Reburral, pnge 7, l i u e ~  S - I  I )  

I t  is not possible to f ix  a problem 
that affects the entire industry by 
penalizing Verizon for following 
standard industry practices (Smirk 
Rehutrnl, puge 7, line 24 lopuge 8. 
line 2)  



CAVALIER PROPOSED ~ CAVALIER RATIONALE ' VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE ' ' CONTRACT LANGLACE 

rates, or interstate Suirched 
Excliange Access Seivice r a t a  I 

applicablc to each relnanr ininutc I 
of kaffic (including for the Parties, 

~ 

the rates specified i n  Exhibit A aiid I 

I applicable Tariffs), in diiect 
proportioii to the minutes of use of I 
calls passed with sufficient I 
infomiation to allow proper billing , 

I oftiaffic, in the form ofCPN,  CIC', 
LRN, OCN, andlor JIP ~ 

i 

end office switcIi, on magnetic tape 
or via such other media as the 
Parties may agree, no later than ten 
(10) b u m e s s  days after the date 
ihe usage occurred 

1.2.2 -Transit Traffic may he 
routed over the lnterconncction 
Truiki described in Secrions 4 and 
5 Cavalier shall deliver each 
Transit Traffic call to Verizoii with 
CCS and the appropriate 

Application Part ("TCAP") 
message to facilitate full 
mteroperability of those CLASS 
Features supported by Verizon and 
billing functions In all cases, each 
Party shall fol low the Exchange 
Message Interface ("EMI") 
standard and any applicable 
industry guidelines with respect to 
any exchange of records between 

Traffic, Verizon shall also provide 
billing information sufficient to 
allow proper hilling of such Transit 
Traffic to the extent the originating 
carrier provides such information 
to Verizon and the provision of 
such billing information is 
consistent with industry guidelines 

5.6.6.2 - l fone  Party passes j Transactional Capabilities 
sufficient information to allow 
proper billing of traffic, i n  the form 
of CPN, CIC, L R N  OCN, and/or 
JIP, on less thaii ninety-five percent 
(95%) of its calls, the receiving 
Party shall bill the orher Party the 
higher of irs intrastate Switched 
Exchange Access Service rates or 
tts interstate Switched Exchange 
Access Service rates for that traffic 
passed without sufficient the Parties For such Transit 
information to allow proper billing 
of traffic, in the form of CPN, CIC, 
LRN, OCN, and/or JIP, which 
exceeds five percent ( 5 % ) ,  unless 
the Parties mutually agree that other 
rates should apply to such traffic 
For any remaining (up to five 
percent ( 5 % )  00 calls without 
sufficient information to a l l o ~ .  
proper billing of traffic, in the form 
of CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, andior 
JIP, the receiving Party shall bill the 
other Party the higher of its 
interstate Switched Exchange 

5 
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DISPWED ISSUES CAV4LIER PROPOSED 
CONTRACI LANGUAGE 

REVISED JOINT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

C4VALlER R4TIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACTLANGUAGE 

Switched Exchange Access Srivices 1 
without sufficient information to 
allow propcr billins of traffic, in thc 
Corn1 of CPN, CIC, LRN. OCji. 
andlor JIP. unless the Parties agree 
that  other rates should apply to such 
haffic Notwithstandins a n y  orhei 
provision of thrs Agreement, ifthe 
ieceiving Party is not compensated 
for traffic passed uichout sufficlent 
information to allow proper billing 
of traffic, i n  the fomiof  CPN, CIC ,  
LRN, OCY, and8or UP ,  then the 
other Patty must cease routing such 
traffic from its switcli(e8) to the 
receiving Party upon ten (IO) days’ 
written notice to the other Party If 
the receiving Party is not 
compensated for such Iraffic, and 
the other Pany does not cease 
routing such traffic upon ten ( I O )  
days’ w i n e n  notice from the 
receiving Party, then the receiving 
Party may cease receiving or 
terminating such traffic 
immediately, without further notice 
or a n y  liability whatsoever to the 
other Party 

6.3.9 - Cavalier shall provide 
Verizon via SS7 signaling adequate 
information to allow Verizon to 
generate billable call records from 
its own swltch(es), no later than ten 
(10) business days after the date the 
usage occurred 

VERUON RATIONALE 

6 



REVISED JOLNT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER v. VERIZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

DTSPLTED ISSL'ES 1 CA\' ALlER PROPOSED 
1 COXTRACT LAXGUAGE 

7.2.2 -Transit I raffic mav he routed 

m: Should 
:avalier be required to 
lay the unspecified 
harges of non-parties to 
he agreement, as 
letermined a t  the role 
liscretion of such non- 
iarties? ( 5  7.2.6) 

wer the Intcrconiiecrioii Tiunkh 
iescribed in  Sections 4 and 5 Each 
Parry shall deliver each Transit 
r r a f f c  call to the other Paity with 
ICs and the appropriate 
rraiisactional Capabilities 
Application Pari ("TCAP") message 
to facilitate full interoperability of 
those CLASS Features suppoi ted by 
the receiving Patty and billing 
functions In all cases, each Party 
shall follow the Exchange Meshage 
Interface ("EMl") standard and 
exchange records betw'een the 
Parties For such Transit Traffic. 
each Party shall also deliber other 
necessary information consistent 
with industry guidelines, such 
information shall be sufficient to 
allow proper billing ofsuch Transit 
Traffic, including but not linuted to 
CPN, CIC, LRN, OCN, and/or JIP 
information 
7.2.6 - Each party shall pay the 
other patty for Transit Service that 
the paying party originates, at the 
rate specified in Exhibit A, plus any 
additional charges or costs t h a t  the 
terminating CLEC, ITC, CMRS 
carrier. or other LEC, properly 
imposes or levies on the 
compensated party for the delivery 
or temnat ion  ofsuch traffic, 
including any Switched Exchange 
Access Service charses 

CAVALIER RATIOWALE 

Cavalier does nor believe that 
either party should he liable for 
unspecified third-party charges, 
without limiting the manner in 
which such charges are accessed 
and without any reciprocal 
obligation for each party to pay 
any properly billed third-party 
charges 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

7.2.6 - Cavalier shall pay Verizon 
for Transit Service that Cavalier 
originates at the rate specified in 
Exhibit A In the event Verizon 
bills Cavalier for charses or costs 
that the ternunating CLEC, ITC, 
CMRS camier. or other LEC 
imposes or levies on Verizon for 
the delivery or termination of 
Cavalier traffic, Verizon will. upon 
Cavalier's request, work 
cooperatively with Cavalier to 
dispute such charges or costs with 

VERlZOR RATIONALE 

This issue involves transit calls 
that Cavalier originates and then 
sends to a Verizon tandem, which 
Verizon sends to a third carrier for 
termnation on behalf of Cavalier 
(Smrrh Dlrecr, poge / 1.  line.! / I -  
/2)  If Verizon is billed by the 
temunating carrier, i t  should be 
able to pass these charges on to the 
originating carrier, Cavalier ~ the 
only party with a direct 
relationship with the customer and 
therefore the party that is 

7 



REVISED JOLNT DECISION POINT LIST 
CAVALIER \. VERlZON 
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the r e rmi i i a t in~  ('LEC. ITC. 
CMRS carrier or other LEC In  the 
event the Commission or a court or 
arbitratoi of competent jurisdiction 
orders Vei i ron  to pay (in whole or 
in part) charges or costs that the 
termnating CLEC, ITC, CMRS 
carrier, 01 othei LEC imposes or 
levies oil Verizon for the delivery 
or termnation of Cavalier haftic, 
Cavalier will reimburse Veriron in 
full for the charges or costs thar 
Verizon is oidered to pay In 
addition, regardless of thc outcome 
ofdny such dispute over cliargcs or 
costs imposed or levied on Veriron 
for the delivery or termnation of 
Cavaliei traffic, Cavalier hhall 
reimburse Vcriron i n  full for the 
actual costs, including reasonable 
attorneys' fees, Veriron incurred in 
connection with disp~iting andlor 
defending against the charges or 
costs levied by the CLEC, ITC, 
CMRS carrier or other LEC 

1.2.1 - If or when a third party 
camer 's  Central Office subtends a 
Cavalier Central Office, then 
Cavalier shall make available to 
Verizon a sewice arrangement 
equivalent to or the same as 
Tandem Transit Service provided 
by Verizon to Cavalier as defined 
in this Section 7 2 such that 
Verizon may terminare calls to a 
Central Office of a CLEC, ITC, 
CMRS carrier, or other LEC thar 

VERIZOV RA'IlOKALE 

.esponsible for the charges 
Issociated wit11 thc cii~romei's 
:ails (S,nii/i Diwcr, p q r  i i .  iiner 
13-17) 

Vcrizon is willing to dispute 
:harges fiorn the terminating 
:airier that Cavalier feels Mere iiot 
'properly imposed," provided that 
Cavalier indemnifies Verizon for 
any charges that are deternuned to 
be legitimate This alternative 
snliances Ca\'alier's administrari\'e 
zfficiency, but without forcing 
Ver i~on to pay charge5 that  are 
cavalier's responsibility (Sinitli 
Dir-ecr, pogr /2, /inex 13- /7)  

Verizon also agrees in principle to 
make the panies' transit 
2bligations reciprocal, but 
xoposes to reflect those reciprocal 
2bligations i n  a single section 
-ather than  in multiple sections, as 
Yavalier proposes (Smrlh Direct. 
wge /Z, liim 19-20. page / 3 ,  
'mer 2-31 
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M: Should 
Verizon be required to 
-ender affirmative but 
.easonabl? limited 
mis tance  to Cavalicr in 
:oordinating direct 
.raffic exchange 
lgreements with third 
)artics? (5 7.2.8) 

7.2.8 -Neither Party shdll take a n y  
actions to prevent tlir othci Party 
from entering into a dirrct and 
rrciprocal traffic exchange 
agreement with any carrier to which 
i t  originates, or from which i t  

ternunates, traffic Each party shall 
provide affirmative hut reasonably 
lirmted assistance to assist the other 
party in  negotiating direct and 
reciprocal traffic exchange 
agreements with a n y  cariiers to 
which that party originates, or for 
whom that patiy terminates, traffic 
Such affirmative but reasonably 
linuted assistance shall consist of 
timely providing information, 
timely responding to inquiries, and 
(to the extent that other tune and 
resource demands allow) 
participating in discussions and 
negotiations with third parries 
Such affirmative but reasonably 
lirmted assistance shall also be 
linured to situations in  which the 
party providing such assistance is 
materially involved in the exchange 
of traffic that is subjrct to the direct 
and reciprocal traffic exchange 

’avaliei bcliex? that each party 
hould help the other paity 
egotiate direct traftic-exchange 
greenients with third parties. 
vheii rhat other party is involved 
hrougli issues such as the 
iayment of ieciprocal 
ompensation for transited 
raffic 

9 

VERLZON PROPOSED 
COKTRACT LANCC‘AGE 

subtend5 il Cavalier Central Office 
“‘Reciprocal Tandem Tiansit 
Service”) Upon Verizon’s 
.equest, Cavalier shall provide 
such Reciprocal Tandem Transit 
Serbice arrangements under the 
[ r r m  and conditions no lesi 
favorable than  those provided in 

[his Sectioii 7 2 
7.2.8 - Weither Party shall take a n y  
actions to prevent the other Party 
from entering into a direct and 
reciprocal traffic exchange 
agreement w l i  a n y  carrier to 
which i t  originates, or from which 
i r  ternunates, traffic Upon 
request. Verizon shall provide to 
Cavalier names, addresses and 
phone numbers ofpoints ofcontact 
olCLECs, ITCs, CMRS providers 
an&or other LECs with which 
Cavalier wishes to establish 
reciprocal Telephone Exchange 
Service traffic arrangements in the 
Commonwealth of  Virginia, 
provided that Verizon has such 
information in its possession In 
the event Cavalier makes 
commercially reasonable efforts to 
initiate negotiation ofa  direct and 
reciprocal traffic exchange 
agreement with a CLEC, ITC, 
CMRS carrier or other LEC and 
such efforts are not successful, 
Verizon will, upon Cavalier’s 
umtten request (including, without 
Iinutation, a statement detailing 
such Cavalier efforts), make 

Nothin3 in the Act reqiiires lLECs 
to help CLECb iiegotiaie haffic 
exchanse agreements with third- 
party carriers (Siriii/i Dii-ecr. poge 
/ 3 ,  /IllC.\ 1 / - / 3 )  

Vernon’s proposed language 
provides that i t  will not hamper 
a n y  negotiations between Cavalier 
and carriers for whom Verizon 
provides tlansit services (Smith 
Dueel, page /3, line> /3-/5) 

Cavalier can invest in  resources to 
analyze the data that Verizon 
provides through its signaling 
stream and billing tapes (Smirh 
Direcl. page 14, lines 10-12) 

Verizon’s proposal to provide 
Cavalier the names, addresses and 
plione numbers of points of contact 
ofcarriers with which Cavalier 
wishes to establish traffic 
alrangemenrs in Virginia (provided 
that Verizon has such information 
in its possession) provides the 
“reasonably linuted assistauce” 
that Cavalier claims to seek 
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DLSPLITED ISSUES 

&: Should 
Jerizon effect 
ippropriate changes to 
ts E91 1 traflics and 
irocedures to 
iccommodate the 
lrovision of some E911. 
elated services by 
: L E G  such as Cavaliei 
IS sei forth in Cavalier’ 
iirginia arbitration 
ietition? (55 7.3.9, 7.3.1 

~ CAVALIER PROPOSED 

I aqreement that the other party 15 

~ c o m w c T  I.ANG[NW 
- . .  

negotiating or seeking to iiegotiate 
1  In no instance shall eithci party’s 
~ assistance be required when i t  is 
~ nianifestly and objectively clcar ihat 

:he othei party is merely refused 
interconnection by a thiid party iii a 
way that could br timely and 
:ffectively redressed by aciiun o f  
the Virginia State Corporation 
Conimissioii or some other forum 

1.3.9 - Verizon and Cavalier will 
work cooperatively to arrange 
meetings \vith PSAPs to answei any 
technical questions the PSAPs, or 
county or niunicipal coordinators 
may have regarding the 9 I 1 ’E9 I 1 
arrangements Further, within sixty 
(60) days from the effective date of 
this agreement, Verizon and 
Cavalier shall send ajoint letter to 
the PSAPs, county or municipal 
coordinators explaining technical, 
operational, and compensation 
procedures applicable to each party 
regarding the 91 1E91 I 
arrangements 

7.3.10 -Cavalier will compensate 
Verizon for connections to its 
91 1/E911 pursuant to Exhibit A 
However, Verizon shall not charge 
the PSAPs or any county or 

CAVALIER R4TlON.41-E 

Caialier has long been refused 
payment for E91 I-related 
services bccause of municipal 
concerns about “double billing,” 
and Cavalier believes that 
Verizon should be required to 
cooperate with Cavalier to notify 
municipalities of the type of 
sewices offered by each carrier, 
and to make any necessary 
adjustment ofcharges needed to 
reflect functions performed by 
Cavalier 

\‘ERIZOV PROPOSED VERIZON RATlONALE 
C0,UTFUCTLANCUAGE 

coinmcrcially reasonable efforts to 
assist Cavalier in  scheduling a 
conference call and/or a meeting 
between Ca\’alrer and such third 
party caimri Notwithstanding a n y  
provision here, i n  no event shall 
Verizon be required to participate 
111 interconnection nego tiations, 
mediations, arbitrations, hearings, 
litigation or the like involving 
Cavaliei and a third party camtci, 
or to take any actions in connection 
therewith, except a s  explicitly set 
foith i n  this  Section 7 2 

7.3.9 - Verizon and Cavalier will 
woik cooperatively IO arrange 
nieetiiigs with PSAPs to answer 
any technical questions the PSAPs, 
or county or municipal 
coordinators may have regarding 
the 9 1 I /E9 I 1 arrangemenrs 

7.3.10 -Cavalier will compensate 
Verizon for connections to its 
91 liE91 I pursuant to Exhibit A 

Cavalier’s anecdoral evidence does 
not suppoit its position Lengthy 
interconiiection negotiations can 
occur for a variety ofreasons, the 
most common of which is the fact 
that the parties’ godls aiid 
bargainiiig tactics differ 
Fui tlierniore. Cavalier fails to 
account tor the fact that Cox had 
the same information t h a t  Cavalier 
u”as seeking as Veiizon (Sm~ lh  
Rehurrul pnge 8. hue 21 lo page 9, 
l ine S)] 
Cavalier proposes that Verizon 
modify its E911 rerarl tariff, mhich 
is not a matter that the Bureau 
should decide i n  an arbitration 
proceeding under Sections 25 1 and 
252 of  the Act (Green Direcr, 
page  2. line5 2-4)  

The Virginia SCC has already 
initiated a proceeding to address 
how parties should tariff retail 
charges for E91 1 
puge 2, Iwes 8-9) That  proceeding, 
rather than  this arbitration, is the 
appropriate place for Cavalier’s 
issues to be decided (Green 
Direcr, page 2, lines I O ~ I f )  

Cavalier’s E91 1 rate3 are not 
connected to Verizon’s E91 1 rates 
Verizon’s €91 I tariff provides for 
the recovery of fixed costs Verizon 

(Green Direcr. 
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nunicipal coordinators for any 
? I  UE9l I functions that  Cavalier 
xrforms lJntil Verizon Tariff No 
21 I ,  Section I ?  C is updated to 
?ro\'ide foi adjusted chaises tha t  
?ropei ly account for C'a \d l ie i ' s  
performance o fany91  I;E911 
functions, Veiiron shall reduce i t 5  

:hdiges to PSAPs or county or 
municipal coordinators to refleci [he 
ipplicable Cavaliei cliargcs tor 
911/E91 I functions prrlornicd by 
Cavalier. or Verizoii shall enter iiiro 
some other arrangenicnt agreed lo 
by Cavalier and the PSAPb or 
county or municipal coordinatois to 
the same effect 

VERIZON RATIOhALE 

incurs as the adnunihhatoi of the 
E91 1 system Veiiron'h tixcd 
E91 1 costs do iiot decrease when a 
conipetitor also offers E9 I I 
service (Gieeii Dri-rci page 3. 
/in?, i0-12) Verizon's E91 I costs 
are not consumer-specific and do 
not decrease as cuslomeis move to 
Cavaliei or any other CJ.EC 
(Gieeir Dux,cl, page 5, / I J ~  7-10) 

Cavalier's recovery of its E91 I 
costs from its retail cusiomers is a 
matter betueen Cawher and those 
retail customers, and does not 
inbolvr Verizon (GI-eeii Direti. 
page 5, I ineJ 5-8) 

The E 9-1-1 functions that Cavalier 
performs do not replace the 
functions for which Verizon 
charges local governments in 
Virginia (Cieen Rebulial. page 3, 
line3 5.6) 

Since Verizon does not charge 
Virginia local governments 
providing E 9-1-1 service for the 
costs incurred when Verizon puts 
customer information into the E 9- 
I - ]  darabase, when Cavalier wins 
a customer and takes over this 
function, there is no basis for the 
claim tha t  Verizon should reduce 
i t s  E 9-1-1 charges (Gwen 
Rehuunl, page 3,  /inex 1 / - / 7 )  

Since Verizon maintains the E 9-1- 
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[ssuc: Should the 
agrement include 
anguage to addrcss 
nconsistencv between the 
results obtained by 
Verizon and by Cavalier 
'rom the loop 
mequalification 
latabase, to allow, 
lavalier to provide xDSL 
,ervices on loops over 
18,000 feet in length, and 
lo adopt pricing for loop 
:onditioning and loops 
ised by Cavalier to 
irovide xDSL service? 
$5 11.2 and Exhibit A) 

11 .z ~ Loops 
Subject to the conditions set forth in 
Section I I 7, Verizon shall ~ l l o w  
Cavalier to access Loops unbundled 
kom local swtching and local 
transport as required by Applicable 
Law,, in  accordance witli the terms 
and conditions set forth in  this 
Section I I 2 The following 
enumeration of specific loop types 
in this Agreement does not preclude 
Cavalier from requesting, to the 
extent Verizon is required to 
provide under Applicable Law, 
additional Loop types The 
available Loop types are as bet forth 
below 

11.2.1 - "2-Wire Analog Voice 
Grade Loop" or "Analog 2W" 
provides an effective 2-wire channel 
with2-wire interfaces at each end 
that is suitable for the transport of 
analog Voice Grade (nominal 300 to 
3000 H r )  signals and loop-start 
signaling The sewice is more fully 
described in Veriron TR-72565, as 

CAVALIER RATIOhALE 

Caialicr belie\'es that 
appropriate rates. terms,  and 
coiiditiuns should govern the 
provisiou of loops m e r  which 
Cavaliei provides xDSL and 
other services The specific sub- 
issues are (I) Cavalier requests 
that the industry standards be 
accurately reflected, meanins 
principally that A N S I  TIE1 4 
should be used for spectrum 
management, (11) Cavalier wants 
to offer Reach DSL on loops up 
to 30,000 feet, with no binder 
limitations tha t  are stricter than 
or in conflict with ANSI TIE1 4, 
(111) Cavalier requests a 
niaintenance interval on xDSL 
loops equivalent to the interval 
on UNE DSI loops, (I\)) 
Cavalier wants Verizon to 
provision a 4-wire UNE DSI 
loop when Cavalier orders it, 
without Verizon reserving the 
optioii of providing a 2-wire 
loop, and (v) Cavalier proposes 
a "customer version" to 
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VEIUZON PROPOSED ' VERIZON RATIONALP 
COWTRACT LANGUAGE 

11.2.12 - "Digital Designed 
Loops" are comprised of designed 
loops that  meet bpecific Cavalier 
requirenients for metallic loops 
over 18k ft or for conditioning of 
ADSL, HDSL, TDSL, SDSL or 
BRI ISDN (Preimum) Loops 
"Digital Designed Loops" may 
include requests for 
A) a 2W Digital Designed 
Metallic Loop with a total loop 
length of I 8 k  to 30k I t ,  unloaded, 
with bridged rap(s) removed, at  
Cavalier's option, 
B) 
to 18k ft  with bridged tap(s) 
removed, a t  Cavalier's option, 
C) 
than 12k f t  with bridged tap(s) 
removed, at Cavalier's option, 
D) 
than l2k ft with bridged tap(s) 
removed, a t  Cavalier's option, 
E) 
rhan 12k ft with bridged tap(s) 
removed, at Cavalier's option, 
F) a 2W Digital Designed 

a 2W ADSL Loop of 12k 

a 2W ADSL Loop of less 

a 2W HDSL Loop of less 

a 4W HDSL Loop of less 

I database tor all relephone 
subscribers i n  Virginia when a 
customer inow5 fioin Veriron to 
Ca\,alier. Veriron s costs are 
unchanged Verizoii's E 9-1-1 
database still must store tha t  
custonier's information and make 
it available to the local sovernment 
providing E 9-1-1 service to that 
cusromer (Greoi Rebutral, page 
3, i1nes 20-23) 
Veriron proposes xDSL loop 
qualification language tha t  i z  

consistent with what Verizon 
offers other CLECs in Virgma, 
and contains the same tools that the 
Virginia SCC and the Commission 
have already approved (Alheir 
Puizel Direcr. page 7, l i i m  8-10) 

Cavalier struck all  of Veriron's 
language regarding the DSL loop 
qualification process, but proposes 
no alternative language (Alberr 
Ponel Diiecr. page 7 ,  lines 10-12) 
Cavalier's apparent rejection of the 
loop qualification process is at 
odds with numerous Comnussion 
rulings (Alberl Ponel Direc/, poge 
8. line I9 to poge 9. l ine 12) 
By deleting al l  of Verizon's loop 
pre-qualification language, 
Cavalier cannot even obtain the 
loops necessary to offer data 
service to its customers (Alberr 
Panel Direct. pflge 9, line 23 to 
page IO lirie i )  
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DISPI'TED ISSLES CAVAT.IER PROPOSED CAVALIER RATIONALE 

compenste Cavalier if 
Vriizon's loop qualification 
p i o c e s  denies loop qualification 
foi a custoiinei for Cavalier DSL 
but qualifies the loop ior d 

ier izoi i  DSL custoniei 
Iavalicr has  provided Veriron 
h i t l i  a rcvised bersion of its 
iioposed S I I 2 8(a) and expect3 
o provide Vrrizon wiili revised 
ir'rsions of its mark-up of the 4- 
w i l e  DSI loop definition and !he 
oop qualification procedures 
ZaLalier also notes that, after 
ieieral years of disagreement 
iver loop conditioning prices. 
lie FCC released prices in the 
Irevious Virginia arbitration tha t  
n a y  apply on an interim or 
lermanent hasis to loop 
:onditioning in Virginia 
iowever, Cavalier is unsure of 
whether, when, and how these 
xices may apply 

VERIZON PROPOSED 
COWI'RACT LANGUAGE 

Metallic Loop with Verizon-placcd 
ISDK loop cxcensiou c~echonics,  
G) a 2W SDSL Loop with 
bridged tap(s) removed, a t  
Cat'aliei', oprion, 
H) 
than 18k ft with bridged tap(s) 
removed, at Cavalier's option 
Requests for repcarers for 2U' and 
4W HDSL Loops witli lengths or 
12k It or more shall he considered 
puisuant to the Network Element 
Bona Fide Request proces5 set 
forth i n  Exhibit B 

11.2.12.1 - Verizon shall make 
Digiral Designed Loops available 
to Cavalier arthe iates as sct forrh 
in Exhibit A 

11.2.12.2 -The  following ordering 
procedures shall apply to the 
Digiral Designed Loops 

A Cavalier shall place 
orders for xDSL Compatible 
Loops and Digital Designed Loops 
by delivering to Verizon a valid 
electronic transnuttal service order 
or other mutually agreed upon type 
of service order Such service 
order shall he provided i n  
accordance with indusrry format 
and specifications or such format 
and specifications as may he 
agreed to by the Parties 

B 

a 2 W  lDSL Loop of less 

Verizon is in the process 

VERTZON RATIONALE 

Cavalier has inot iii a n y  ebent. 
produced any cost supporr for 
different rates (AIheri Piiiiel 

Dr,ec/, piige IO, l ine\  10-12) 

Verizon'b proposed contract 
language describes precisely the 
loops that  Cavalier orders fiom 
Verizon 

Verizon and Cavalier obtaiii access 
to Verizon's loop qualitication 
database on the same terms, as  rhe 
Conmission has confirnied in rhe 
Virginin > 27/  Order  (Alhei-r 
Panel Reburro/, pnge 6. /in[,, I I -  
1 4  

Since each state comnii~sion sets 
rates based on state-specific 
factors, Cavalier i s  nor entitled to 
receive the lowest loop 
conditioning rate i n  Cavalier's 
footprint (A lbe i t  Panel Rehultal, 
page 7, lines 12-19) 

The Carrier-to-Carrier Guidelines 
compare Verizon's maintenance 
performance for wholesale xDSL 
loops to maintenance intervals for 
Plain Old Telephone Service 
("POTS"), not, as Cavalier 
contends, to maintenance intervals 
for DS-I (Albert Panel Rebiiital. 
page 8, lines 12-20) 

Verizon proposes contract 
language in Section I 1  2 9 to allow 
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may be necessary to bring [he line 
loss w i t h i i i  acceptable lebeli 
Verizon will pro! ide loop extension 
rquipment oiily upoii request 

11.2.4 - “2-Wire ADSL-Conipaiiblc 
Loop’’ or “ADSL 2W” probides a 
Ehannel s i t h  2-wire iiiterfaces at 
fach end tha t  is suitable for the 
transport of digital signdls up to 8 
Mbpr toward the Customer and up 
to 1 Mbps froni tlir Customei 
Verizon w i l l  specify to Cavalier 
x\hether the upstream and 
dounsiream ADSL po\bei spectral 
density masks aiid dc line poner 
l i m t s  in Verizon TR 72575. Issue 2,  
as revired from time to time, are 
met 
11.2.5 - “2-Wire HDSL-Compatible 
Loop” or “HDSL 2W’ consists o f a  
single 2-wire non-loaded, twisted 
copper pair Verizon will specify to 
Cavalier whether the HDSL power 
spectral density mask and dc line 
power l i rm ts  referenced in Verizon 
TR 72575,  Issue 2, as revised from 
time to time, are met 

11.2.6 - “4-Wire HDSL-Conipatible 
Loop” or “HDSL 4 W ”  consists of 
two 2-wire non-loaded, twisted 
copper pairs that meet the carrier 
serving area design criteria 
Verizon wil l  specify to Cavalier 
whether the HDSL power spectral 
density mask and dc line power 
l imts  referenced in Verizon TR 

C 4V.ALIER R-ATIONALE VERIZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGUAGE 

of conductins a mechanized surbey 
of existing Loop facilities, on a 
Cciitral Office by Ceiihal Oftice 
basis, to identify those Loops that  
iiieet thc applicable technical 
characteristics established by 
Verizon for conipatibility with 
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, lDSL aiid 
ISDh. signals The results of [his 
inechanized surbey will be stored 
in a mcchanized database that  i s  
made available to Cavalier on a 
non-discriminatory basis Ca\.alier 
may utilze this mechanized loop 
qualification database, where 
available, in  advance of submittins 
a valid electronic transmittal 
s en  ice oider for an ADSL, HDSL, 
SDSL, IDSL OT LSDK Loop 
provided, howeber, Cavalier shall 
request manual loop qualification 
or an Engineering Query if the 
mechanized loop qualification 
database i s  not available or if 
Cavalier chooses not to utilize such 
database Charges for mechanized 
loop qualification infonnation, 
Engineering Query, and manual 
loop qualification are set forth in 
Exhibit A 

C If the Loop is not listed in 
the mechanized database described 
in section (B) above, Cavalier must 
request either a manual loop 
qualification or Engineering Query 
prior to or in conjunction with 
subnutting a valid electronic 

VERIZON RATIONALE 1 
I 

Cavalier to oidei a 4-uire DS-I 
loop and get a 4-V.ile DS-I loop 

Spectral deiisity mask limitations 
on xDSL sen ices are not set b) 
Verizon. bur by liidustry Standaids 
Groups in order to prebent xDSL 
services from interfering with othei 
teleconimunicarioiii services 
carried over the same loop The 
spectral density mask liniitations 
that Verizon uses are in accordance 
with these industry standards 
(41heir Pnncl Reburtul piqy 9, 
line, 10-18) 

“Reach DSL“ and “MVL“ use 
loops of up to 30,000 feet 
Verizon has offered such loops to 
Cavalier in Section I I  2 IZ(A), but 
Cavalier has not ordered them 
Cavalier has raised this complaint 
before the C o m s s i o n  before, and 
the C o m s s i o n  held that 
Vernon’s offering of loops over 
18,000 feet was reasonable 
(Alberr Panel Reburtul, page 9, 
line 23 IO poge IO, l ine 3)  

I 
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provided m o d e m  with the electrical I 
characreiistics asbociated \bi!h ilic 
loop 

L 

I I 2 8(a) “2-Wirc ReaclDSL- 
Compatible Loop” or “ReachDSL 
2-Wire Loop” provides 11 channel 
with 2-w i re  interfaces a! each end, 
mhich is iiitrndcd to be used with 
low-frequency digital subscribcr 
line services iii the 16-90 kH2 imse  
which do not interfere u i t h  the 
transmission of voice rrarfic 
Vrriron b i l l  provision ReachDSL 
2-Wiie Loops up to thirty-thousand 
feet (30,000 feet) iii length withour 
restricting the fill rate of such Loops 
and without otherwise limiting the 
number of such Loops within a 
particular binder group in any 
cables The deployed technology 
shall be specrrally compatible on all 
loop lengths as specified in ANSI 
TI 417-2001, Spectrum 
Management for Loop Transmission 
Systems 

11.2.9 - “4-Wire DS1-compatible 
Loop” provides a channel with 4- 
wire interfaces at  each end Each 4- 
wire channel is suitable for the 
transport of I 544 Mbps digital 
signals simultaneously in both 
directions using PCM line code 
Verizon will provision 4-Wire DSI-  
compatible Loops in the same 

i manner that it provisions such 

VKIUZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LAKGUACE 

respond to a n  Eiiginccring Query 
w t h  information fiom Veiiroii 
cable records such as  amount and 
localioii of bridged taps, number 
and locatioii of load coils, location 
of digital loop carrier, or cable 
gauge rlt specific locations or a n y  
other reason that may br rc\ealed 
through loop qualification 

E If Cabalier subrmts a 
bervice order for an ADSL. HDSL, 
SDSL, IDSL or BRI lSDN Loop 
!hat has nor been prequalified a s  
required in accordance with 
subsection 1 2 12 2(B) above, 
Veriron will query the service 
order back to Cavalier for 
qualification and will not accept 
such service order until the Loop 
has been so prequalified (I e 
manual, mechanized, or 
engineering query) If Cavalier 
submits a service order for a n  
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL or 
E N  ISDN Loop that is, in fact, 
found not to be compatible with 
such services in i t s  existing 
condition, Verizon will respond 
back to Cavalier with a 
“Nonqualified” indicator and with 
information showing whether the 
non-qualified result is due to the 
presence of load coils, presence of 
digiral loop carrier, or loop length 
(including bridged tap) 

\‘ERIZO‘V RAllOK.41,E 
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REVISED JOINT DECISION POIYT LIST 

CAVALIER PROPOSED 
comxAcT LANGUAGE 

.oops to its retail customeis 

I1.2.10 - “4-Wire 56 kbps Loop” is 
I 4 -wre  Loop that provides d 

ransniission parh that 15 suitable for 
he rramport of digital data a i  a 
iyncluonous rate of 56 kbps in 
Ipposite directions oii such Loop 
;iniiiltaneously .4 4-Wire 50 kbps 
Loop coiisists oCtwo pairs o l n u n -  
oaded copper u’iies w i t h  no 
ntermediate electronics oi i t  

:onsists of universal digital loop 
:airier with 56 kbps DDS daiaport 
tansport capability Verizon shall 
Jrovide 4-Wire 56 kbps Loops to 
Zavalier in accordance with, and 
subject to, the reclinical 
specifications set forth in Veriroii 
Technical Refeience TR72575, 
Issue 3. a s  such issue may be 
revised from time to time after ihe 
Effective Date 

11.2.1 1 -“DS-3 Loop” will support 
the transmission of isochronous 
serial bipolar data a t  a transnussion 
rate of  44 136 megabits per second 
(MBPS) or the equivalent of 28 DS- 
1 channels A DS-3 Loop may use 
a variety of transport system 
technologies, including, but not 
Iinuted to, asynchronous fiber optic 
transport systems and Synchronous 
Optical Network transport systems 
DS-3 specifications are referenced 
in Verizon’s TR 72575. as revised 
from time to time Verizon shall 

CAVALIER v. VERlZON 
CC DOCKET NO. 02-359 

CAX‘ALIER RATIONALE 1 VERlZON PROPOSED 
CONTRACT LANGLIAGE 

F Where Cavalier lhas 
followed the manual or 
mechanircd prequalitication 
procedure described above 
ie iu l t ing iii the dctcrnunarion that 
a Loop is not compatible \+ith 
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL or 
BRI lSDN service in its existing 
condition (e g , the rcsults of the 
manual or mechanized 
prequalification quay  indicare that 
a Loop does not qualify due to 
factors such as the presence of load 
coils, presence ofdigital loop 
carrier, loop length (including 
bridged tap) or for any other reason 
that may be revealed through loop 
qualification). Cavalier, tosether 
n i th  its order or prior to subniitriiiz 
an  order for service, may request 
ai l  Engineering Query to determine 
whether conditioning may make 
the Loop compatible with the 
applicable service. or if Cavalier is 
already aware of the conditioning 
required (x, where Cavalier has 
previously requested a manual loop 
qualification or an Engineering 
Query), Cavalier may subnut a 
service order for a Digital 
Designed Loop Verizon will 
undertake to condition or extend 
the Loop in accordance with this 
Section 1 I 2 12 upon receipt of 
Cavalier’s valid. accurate and pre- 
qualified service order for a Digital 
Designed Loop 

\’ENLOR RATTOYALE 
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1 DISPVTED ISStNS ~ CAV.4LlER PROPOSLD 

REk'ISED JOlNT DECISION POINT I.IST 

Cc' DOCKET NO. 02-359 
CAVALIER V. VERIZON 

CONTRACT LANGUAGE 
'lovide Cavalicr with access to a 
IS-? Loop only from rl Scr\ i n s  
Vire Center thar IS equipped to 
Nrovidr such loop and only uhere 
,ecessary facilitics are available 

1.2.12 - For all DSL-compatible 
oops provided by Vel izon to 
:a\alier, whether in a form 
lescribed in  section I I 2 oltliis 
igreemenr or in ihe DSL, ADSL, or 
<ADSL forms availablc through 
irdering forms on Vei iron's 
pphica l  usei iiirerface (GU1) or 
ithermise, Veriron shall respond to 
rouble rickets or trouble rspoirs 
ind to Cavalier's requests for 
hspatch or iepair sen'ices, within 
he same time inter\'als thai Verizon 
.esponds to trouble tickets or 
rouble reports, or requests for 
iispatch or repair services, for DS-I 
:ircuits 

iee nlJo Section VI of Exhibit A to 
?roposed Agreement filed August 1, 
1003 

C A\'ALIER R4TlONAl.E 
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VERlZON PROPOSED 
CO3TUWCTLANGUACE 

xc-qualified, Cavalier \vi11 submit 
3 Service Order pursuant to 
Section I 1  2 12  2(A) above it'it 
$vishes to obtain the Loop If the 
Loop is derermned robs  
:ompatible \vith ADSL, HDSL, 
SDSL, IDSL or BR1 ISDN service 
in its exisling condition and if the 
Loop serving the serving address is 
usable and available to be assigned 
as a ADSL, HDSL, SDSL. IDSL 
or BRI lSDN Loop, Veriron wil l  
init iate standard Loop provisioning 
and installation processcs, and 
standard Loop provisioning 
iiiter\,als will apply If the Loop IS 

determined to be compatible with 
ADSL, HDSL, SDSL, IDSL or 
BR1 ISDN service In its existing 
condition, but the Loop serving the 
service address is unusable or 
unavailable to be assigned for such 
purpose, Verizon will search the 
Customer's serving terrmnal for a 
suitable spare facility I f a  Loop 
compatible with ADSL, HDSL, 
SDSL, IDSL or BRI ISDN sewice 
is found within the serving 
terminal, Verizon will perform a 
Line and Station Transfer (or "pair 
swap") whereby the Verizon 
technician will transfer the 
Customer's existing service from 
one existing Loop facility onto an 
alternate existing xDSL compatible 
Loop facility serving the same 
location Verizon performs Line 

,. Once a Loop has been J 

VERl7.OK RATIONALE 


